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b il l i s good . I am not saying that the change o ught t o
occur i n t he boa r d as f ar as having these constitutional
officers. I think because of the political problems that
can be encountered because of the types of acts that various
elected officials may engage i n, we coul d wi n d u p with a
situation where they would be disqualified from even sitting
on a claim. Therefore, we should keep them out. But if the
body is intent on moving t h i s b i l l , I would l i k e t o pu t
something in it so that we are not at a position where no
claim of substance has any realistic chance of being fairly
considered a nd a unanimous vote makes that a ll but
impossible, the fair consideration, I mean. And when
S enator DeCamp says y o u h a v e a h i g h e r standard for certain
types of claims, his general statement is not really correct
but you might, in talking about proof of certain acts, if it
is a crime, the proof is beyond a reasonable d ou b t . For
certain civil matters, it is clear and convincing evidence,
for others, a preponderance of the evidence. B ut regard l e s s
of the standard required to e stabl i s h t h e v al i d i t y o f t h e
claim or the charge, the number of deciders is a majority
except when it comes to impeachment as the Constitution
stands now or nullifying an act of the Lecislature. Those
are the only two judicial proceedings where a super majority
of judges is required. If a person's life is to be taken, a
simple majority upholds t he deat h sen t e n c e . If parental
rights are to be terminated, a simple ma j o r i t y up h o l d s t he
termination of parental rights. So if those matters of such
grave importance, literally life and death, will be decided
by a simple majority of those doing the deciding, c erta i n l y
t he sc reen ing p r o c ess which places a citizen i n a p o s i t i on
to even have a re alisticchance t o r eco ve r on a c l ai m
against the state should require nothing more than a simple
majority. So I hope you will adopt this amendment.

PRESIDENT: The m otion is to the adoption of the Chambers
amendment to LB 136. All those in favor of the amendment
v ote aye , o p p osed v o t e na y . We are vo t i n g on the Chambers
amendment to LB 136. Please re c o rd you r vo t e . Members are
asked to re c or d y ou r vote. The issue before you is the
Chambers amendment, the adoption thereof. Have you all
voted? The motion is the adoption of the Chambers amendment
to LB 136. Have you all voted? The Clerk will record.

CLERK: 2 9 a ye s , 2 n a y s , Mr . Pr es i d e n t , on adoptio n o f
S enator Ch am b er s ' amendment. (See pag e 4 3 1 of the
Legis l a t i v e J ou r n a l . )
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